publishing around 300 to 400 print pages per year. STH grew to six issues per year in 1996, then publishing around 500 to 700 pages per year. Another change in 2006 saw STH publishing eight issues per year, and around 800 to 1,000 pages per year. Every year since then, STH has continued with eight issues, and around 800 to 1,000 print pages (►Fig. 1).
As mentioned, STH celebrated its 40th year anniversary with two special issues in 2014. 2, 3 It is expected that another celebratory issue will be published to celebrate the 50th year anniversary of STH in 2024. Although it is too early to consider a celebratory issue within 2018, I did feel the need to mark the special occasion of "45 years in production" in a way befitting of the journal, including its founding "fathers." Accordingly, I decided to gather and share some data with the readership. One set of data that I collected and updated was our annual page output, as shown in ►Fig. 1. As noted, STH is now printing around 900 pages per year, reaching a peak very close to (but never exceeding) 1,000 pages in 2011 and 2013 . These data were easy to collect. As noted in several past Editorials, STH also has access to other metrics that are used to assess the relevance of our publications. The first is download data, which can be considered a marker of content "popularity," essentially reflecting how many times a particular item published in STH has been accessed online by the readership. These data are also used to determine the winners of the STH Eberhard F. Mammen "Most Popular" papers, the last announcement for which was made earlier in 2018. 4 Another metric we assess is citation data, in particular that provided by Journal Citation Reports, the basis for the well-known "Impact Factor" metric. This in part forms the basis of our "Welcome" editorials, the last announcement for which (2016 Impact Factor) was also made earlier in 2018. 5 This metric perhaps reflects the "relevance" of STH content to other subsequent publishing authors, essentially reflecting how many times a particular item has been cited by other authors, albeit as limited to the Thomson citation database. Naturally, there are also other metrics that can be assessed, 6 including, for example, Google Scholar (https://scholar.google.com/intl/en-US/scholar/about.html). However, as the well-known adage goes: "The best-laid plans of mice and men often go awry." I was easily able to identify the top cited papers published in STH according to Google Scholar. Given this is the 45th year of publication, I have listed the top 45 cited papers published in STH (according to Google Scholar) in ►Table 1. A review of the data, however, identifies some limitations. The earliest paper cited in this dataset was published in 1982 (and not 1974 when STH began). Google Scholar does not identify how far back its records go, either for published papers or for the citing material. Thus, this citation list (►Table 1) will likely not fully identify all the past publications from STH, nor all the subsequent citing papers. Essentially, the data are reflective only of papers published from 1982. Nonetheless, it does provide some sort of guide, as well as providing the backdrop to some interesting facts. The top cited paper according to Google Scholar was "A critical reappraisal of the bleeding time."
7 This is interesting not only because this test is no longer performed by most developed countries. Indeed, the skin bleeding time was once one of the all-time favorite of presurgical requests. Also of interest was that the founding editor of STH, Eberhard Mammen, has two papers listed in ►Table 1, the first of which was on a then new instrument, the PFA-100.
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This document was downloaded for personal use only. Unauthorized distribution is strictly prohibited. Popular award listings thereafter, including the last. 4 To be fairer to authors of later publications, where total citations will notably be reduced simply based on later publication date, the listing in ►Table 1 also has data shown in columns providing a summary of citations/year, as well as a re-ranking based on this annually averaged citation rate. As a second marker of "publication relevance" to other subsequent publishing authors, the publisher was requested to provide a listing of the most highly cited papers according to the Journal Citation Reports, the basis for the well-known "Impact Factor" metric. Again, the adage of "The best-laid plans of mice and men often go awry" prevailed. The listing provided by the publisher, limited to the top 45 cited papers, is identified in ►Table 2. This listing is even more "date-challenged" than the listing in ►Table 1. Thus, the earliest paper published in this listing is 1996. The citation date range for these data comprises citations collected between 1996 and 2018. Thus, this listing is even more contemporary than that of ►Table 1. Nonetheless, the data remain of interest. "A critical reappraisal of the bleeding time,"
7 the leading paper in ►Table 1, does not appear in ►Table 2, perhaps reflective of the data timeline (1996 onward) more so than the different database used for data collection (the data in ►Table 2 reflect a more limited database than that for Google Scholar, ►Table 1 16 but none of the papers by Roger Bick is listed in ►Table 2. As I mentioned, it uses a more restricted timeline for data inclusion and a different (more limited) database than that used in ►Table 1. Additional metrics for STH around Journal Citation Report data are provided in ►Fig. 2. STH publishes in the order of 80 to 100 full length papers per year, which is similar to the number of citable items published per year (as related to Impact Factor calculations). The vast majority (typically >95% in most recent years) of "citable items" published in STH are cited by other authors within the timeframe of the Impact Factor captured metrics (i.e., subsequent 2 years).
As mentioned earlier also, STH has another metric; it uses and reports annually, potentially considered a marker of "popularity" among the STH readership, and namely the annual Eberhard Mammen Most Popular award listings, based on highest download data for the preceding two years of data. Thus, the 2018 Most Popular awards, as most recently announced, 4 assesses download data for the years 2016 and 2017 inclusive. The publisher was asked to provide a listing of "most popular" papers of "all time" according to download data. Did I mention the adage: "The best-laid plans of mice and men often go awry"? As often happens with IT systems, the publisher "updated" its IT system recently, and thus the download data have become limited to data available since that update. have an advantage over those published later in timeline in terms of "total download timeline opportunity." Not unexpectedly, many of the papers in ►Tables 1 and 2 do not appear in ►Tables 3 and 4. This most likely relates to the timeline of data capture, with data in ►Tables 3 and 4 being most contemporary, and that in ►Tables 1 and 2 providing a more relevant historical context for this editorial.
Notwithstanding anything already mentioned, and recognizing that these listings will not capture all contributions to STH, sincere gratitude is expressed to all contributors to this journal over the past 45 years, as well as our readership past and present. You all share in a unique history. On a personal note, I expect to be around to celebrate the 50th year anniversary of STH in 2024. I doubt whether I will be around 
